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1. INTRODUCTION
Background

This survey is a component of the evaluation designed for the Women and Infant Health Project (WIN), a
USAID-funded project. The WIN Project established training programs and IEC/counseling interventions
in three Russian cities for providers of a range of women’s and newborn health services and their clients.
The project focused on maternal and newborn health and nutrition, including promotion of exclusive
breast feeding, family planning services for postpartum and post-abortion clients, protection against
domestic violence, essential care of the newborn, and family-centered maternity care as a component of
antenatal, delivery and postpartum care.

The project interventions consisted of clinical and counseling training for health providers at all levels,
community-based and facility-based information, education and communication (IEC) strategies for both
families and providers, and advocacy and policy promotion. The interventions were guided by the
following principles:

e Use of evidence-based medicine to enhance clinical practice

e Use of quality assurance methods involving both providers and clients in provision of quality
services

e Promotion of a client-oriented focus

e Continuity and consistency in client-provider communications and across service levels.

The training aimed to reduce unnecessary medical intervention during pre-natal, delivery and neonatal
care, and to improve postnatal and post-abortion contraceptive counseling. Another component of the
project was production of appropriate health messages and materials to inform and educate the population
in the three target cities, and to use in participating facilities. The ultimate aim was to institute evidence-
based medical practices more widely to improve the effectiveness and ‘family-friendliness’ of maternal
and infant health services delivered by the Russian health care system.

The WIN Project Evaluation Strategy

The WIN Project evaluation component consists of a suite of methods: pre- and post-intervention
household and facility surveys, and a routine monitoring system to track key indicators within
participating facilities. The evaluation was designed to assess the effectiveness and impact of the project
established in participating facilities in the three cities, Veliky Novgorod, Perm and Berezniki.

The evaluation component of the project used data to:

* provide quantitative information on current practices and knowledge to ‘fine-tune’ training programs
*  monitor progress during the project in order to adjust project activities as necessary

= measure change in selected indicators of effectiveness and impact achieved by the project

= provide a firm basis for policy discussions.

At the start of the project, two surveys were conducted: a population-based survey of households in the
three cities, and a facility survey, which interviewed providers and clients in all participating facilities in
the three cities. A system to monitor key health and process indicators was also instituted in participating
health facilities, and at the city and oblast level.

The pre-intervention household survey was conducted in late 1999 and early 2000. This report provides
the analytic tables for the endline household survey, conducted in early 2003.
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Objectives of the Endline Household Survey

The primary survey objective was to provide an end-of-project measurement of key indicators in the three
targeted sites: the city of Veliky Novgorod in the northwest near St. Petersburg, and Perm and Berezniki
cities in Perm Oblast. The survey obtained information on patterns of fertility, abortion and contraceptive
prevalence, and measured indicators of health behavior and knowledge that were the focus of project
interventions. The survey provides data to examine and compare reproductive health status and behavior
and health service needs in the three cities.

The survey examined the following aspects of reproductive health and behavior in the three cities:

o fertility and abortion rates and use of post-abortion contraception

e breast feeding practices

e Dbirth outcomes, circumstances of birth and care in the postpartum period

e prevalence of use of modern contraceptives

e contraceptive method choice and factors related to choice

e sources of information and exposure to family planning messages

e other risk factors affecting women's health, such as smoking, alcohol use and occurrence of domestic
violence

2. METHODOLOGY
Organization and Responsibilities

This survey was designed by the WIN Project in consultation with staff of the Transnational Family

Research Institute/ Moscow (TFRI/Moscow), a non-governmental, nonprofit organization, which was

founded in 1993. The survey was designed to provide data comparable to data obtained in the baseline
1

survey.

TFRI/M designed and selected the sample of households and individuals; selected and trained field
workers; conducted the interviews; and processed the survey data. Interviewer training was conducted in
each city, under the guidance of TFRI/M office staff with the assistance of VCIOM regional supervisors.
Several small revisions were made to the baseline survey questionnaire in consultation with the project’s
Evaluation Advisor, and copies of the final questionnaire were printed.

The fieldwork began in Perm on the 12" of January 2003 and lasted approximately one and one-half
months, ending on the 27" of February in Berezniki. Field supervisors controlled the work of the
interview teams. Regional fieldwork supervisors provided overall quality control. Dates of fieldwork are
shown in Table 2.1, and the distribution of field staff for the survey is found in Table 2.2.

Data were entered into computer files by TFRI/M using a data entry program developed for the baseline
survey, adjusted for the revisions made to the endline questionnaire. After field supervisors reviewed
questionnaires, office staff of TFRI/M did a final edit and the data were entered and cleaned. The data
were exported into a data file in SPSS format for analysis. TFRI/M data processing staff under the
supervision of a TFRI staff researcher produced preliminary tables.

This report was compiled by the WIN Project Evaluation Advisor, and includes contributions by two
researchers from Moscow State University, and the survey technical coordinator at TFRI/M.

! David, PH, Bodrova, V., Avdeev, A., Troitskaia, L., Boulay, M. (2000) Women and Infant Health Project
Household Survey 2000: Report of Main Findings, December, Boston and Moscow: John Snow, Inc.
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Table 2.1

Dates of survey implementation

City
PERM BEREZNIKI V. NOVGOROD
Number of electoral districts 65 56 65
Dates of the start of fieldwork 12 January 2003 15 January 2003 20 January 2003
Dates of the end of fieldwork 21 February 2003 27 February 2003 15 February 2003
Dates of training 9 January — 11 12 January — 14 18 January — 19
January 2003 January 2003 January 2003
Table 2.2 Distribution and characteristics of interviewers that participated in the household survey,
2003
DISTRIBUTION OF PERM BEREZNIKI V.NOVGOROD
INTERVIEWERS ‘Numl.)er of % ‘Numl.)er of % .Numl‘)er of %
interviewers interviewers interviewers

AGE
18-24 0 0 0 0 5 14
25-39 27 42 12 23 11 32
40-59 29 45 37 71 13 37
60+ 8 13 3 6 6 17
EDUCATION
Complete post-secondary 30 47 31 60 26 74
Secondary 34 53 21 40 9 26
NUMBER OF PREVIOUS SURVEYS
1-5 22 34 38 73 8 23
6-10 12 19 4 8 9 26
10+ 30 47 10 19 18 51
Total 64 100 52 100 35 100
Questionnaire Design

The survey questionnaire was used in the baseline survey, and has been revised only slightly. The English
version of the endline questionnaire is found in Annex Two of this report. Care was taken to ensure that
the data would be comparable with the earlier baseline survey, but corrected some omissions in the earlier
survey. The questionnaire draws on previous survey instruments fielded in Russia and Moldova, in
particular from the questionnaire used for the 1999 Russia Women's Reproductive Health Survey
conducted by VCIOM in collaboration with the Centers for Disease Control, Atlanta, USA. The WIN
Project questionnaire was designed by JSI's technical advisor for evaluation and finalized after
consultation with other WIN staff, consultants, and project partners.

The questionnaire covered the following topics:

¢ basic demographic and social characteristics;

o fertility, abortion and other outcomes of pregnancy;

e antenatal and delivery care, and infant care;

e contraceptive knowledge and use;

e information, education and communication about family planning and health;

e sexual experience of young adults;

e women's health and risk behaviors, including HIV/AIDS and sexually transmitted diseases; and
e domestic violence
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Sample Design

The three-stage sample was designed to obtain approximately 1300 women of reproductive age (15-44) in
each city. The last census was carried out in 2002 but the results have not yet been published, and a
sampling frame based on the recent census was not yet available. For that reason, as in the baseline
survey, the sampling frame was based on the electoral rosters and electoral districts (ELDs) were treated
as primary sampling units (PSUs).

In the first stage, 65 electoral districts (ELDs) were selected with equal probability of selection (constant
inside each city's administrative region) in Perm, 56 in Berezniki, and 65 in Veliky Novgorod. Prior to
household selection, a survey team produced an up-dated household list within each selected PSU. In the
second stage, these lists were used to select household addresses by means of a random number generator.
The total number of households visited was 13,727. Finally, one woman of reproductive age was
randomly selected for interview in each household that contained at least one such woman. Results of the
household interviews are displayed in Table 2.3.

Table 2.3 Percentage of households by result of attempted interviews, three cities, 2003.
CITY % OF
RESULT OF INTERVIEW PERM | BEREZNIKI | V.NOVGOROD T((;T \ | TOTALN
% OF CITY TOTAL

Completed interview 26.8 31.1 27.7 28.4 3900
No eligible female 46.5 45.9 21.1 37.6 5162
Nobody at home 6.2 6.9 27.8 13.8 1898
Selected respondent 1.5 0.9 10.5 4.4 603
unavailable
Total refusal 11.3 6.4 7.5 8.5 1165
Refusal by selected respondent 3.1 2.5 3.1 3.0 398
Unoccupied house 2.5 3.7 0.0 2.0 281
Respondent incompetent 0.5 0.2 1.0 0.6 78
Other 1.6 2.4 1.2 1.7 235
Incomplete interview 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 7
Total N 4849 4184 4694 100.0 13727

This design was calculated to produce close to the desired sample of 1300 women of reproductive age in
each city. Interviewers were given two lists, the first containing the first 20 addresses to be visited; they
were instructed to make up to 4 return visits, and if unsuccessful, to replace the household, in order, from
the second list of 40 'optional' addresses. In the event, exactly 1300 interviews in each city were
completed.

A total of 13,727 households were visited to obtain the desired sample size: 4849 households in Perm,

4184 households in Berezniki and 4694 households in Veliky Novgorod were visited. Table 2.1 displays
the results of the fieldwork.

A total of 1165 households refused to provide any information to the interviewers, about 8.5% of the
households that could be reached. These response rates are slightly better than those obtained in the WIN
Project baseline household survey, and comparable to two Women's Reproductive Health Surveys
conducted earlier in the cities of Perm and Yekaterinburg and Ivanovo®. In this report results are
presented separately for each city and estimates are not weighted.

2 VCIOM, CDC, USAID (2000) 1999 Russia Women’s Reproductive Health Survey: Follow-up Study of Three
Sites, Preliminary Report, March, Atlanta: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. VCIOM, CDC, USAID
(1998) 1996 Russia Women’s Reproductive Health Survey: A Study of Three Sites, Final Report, May, Atlanta:
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.
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3. DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIAL CHARACTERISTICS OF RESPONDENTS

Table 3.1 Percent distribution of the sample by age, marital status and education.
CHARACTERISTIC Ciry
PERM (%) |  BEREZNIKI(%) | V.NOVGOROD (%)
AGE
15-19 19.5 16.5 12.2
20-24 17.0 18.1 18.6
25-29 17.3 21.7 18.6
30-34 17.1 16.8 14.9
35-39 13.8 11.7 16.2
40-44 15.2 15.2 19.4
EDUCATION LEVEL
Less than complete secondary 12.5 13.3 9.5
Complete secondary 57.8 65.7 52.8
More than secondary 29.6 21.0 37.8
MARITAL STATUS
Married 43.4 40.5 46.2
Unregistered marriage 13.8 20.6 10.0
Divorced or separated 13.5 13.5 14.7
Widowed 1.2 2.1 1.8
Never married 28.2 23.2 27.3
Total N 1300 1300 1300
Table 3.2 Percent distribution of the sample by selected socioeconomic characteristics.
CHARACTERISTIC Ciry
PERM (%) |  BEREZNIKI(%) | V.NOVGOROD (%)
NATIONALITY
Russian 90.9 92.0 95.7
Non-Russian 9.1 8.0 4.3
EMPLOYMENT STATUS
Working 62.5 62.5 68.8
On maternity leave 8.6 12.1 6.2
Not working 28.9 25.5 24.9
Of those not working (number): 376 331 324

Unemployed, looking for work 22.6 27.8 28.1

Not looking for work 77.4 72.2 71.9
HOUSING CONDITIONS
Separate apartment 424 55.7 46.2
Separate apartment with parents 43.2 31.6 40.8
Own home 0.5 1.3 0.2
Communal 5.6 1.8 5.0
Rent 7.5 9.0 3.8
Other 0.9 0.6 4.0
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CItY
CHARACTERISTIC PERM (%) |  BEREZNIKI(%) | V.NOVGOROD (%)

POSSESSIONS
Bathroom/shower 96.0 98.1 96.9
Color television 95.6 95.4 96.5
VCR 62.1 65.5 52.2
Automobile 29.4 28.3 32.6
Automatic washing machine 46.9 43.8 42.0
Telephone 71.5 60.8 80.2
Central heat 98.3 98.6 99.7
Personal computer 18.2 9.9 17.5
Total N 1300 1300 1300

Table 3.3 Marital status by age and place of survey, percentage within age group (number of cases in

parentheses)
MARITAL STATUS AGE IN 5-YEAR GROUPS
<20 2024 | 2529 | 3034 | 3539 | 40+ | ALLAGEs

PERM
Married 0.8 (2) 28.5(63) | 54.7(123) | 63.1(140) | 62.8(113) | 62.1(123) | 43.4(564)
In unregistered
marriage 7.5 (19) 27.1 (60) 16.4 (37) 14.9 (33) 8.3 (15) 7.6 (15) | 13.8(179)
Separated 0.4 (1) 3.6 (8) 5.3 (12) 4.1(9) 2.8 (5) 4.5 (9) 3.4 (44)
Divorced 1.2 (3) 4.5(10) 11.6 (26) 11.3 (25) 16.7 (30) 18.7(37) | 10.1 (131)
Widowed 0.5 (1) 0.9 (2) 0.9 (2) 2.8 (5) 2.5 (5) 1.2 (15)
Never lived with a
man 90.2 (229) 35.7 (79) 11.1 (25) 5.9 (13) 6.7 (12) 45(9) | 282(367)
Total 100 (254) 100 (221) 100 (225) 100 (222) 100 (180) 100 (198) | 100 (1300)
BEREZNIKI
Married 5.1(11) 31.1(73) | 46.1(130) | 53.2(116) | 559 (85) | 56.6(112) | 40.5(527)
In unregistered
marriage 8.4 (18) 33.6 (79) 27.7 (78) 22.9 (50) 13.2 (20) 11.6 (23) | 20.6 (268)
Separated 0.9 (2) 6.0 (14) 3.5(10) 3.7 (8) 5.9(9) 3.0 (6) 3.8 (49)
Divorced 0.9 (2) 3.8(9) 8.9 (25) 13.8 (30) 17.1 (26) 17.7 (35) 9.8 (127)
Widowed 0.4 (1) 2.1 (6) 14 (3) 3.3(5) 6.1(12) 2.1(27)
Never lived with a
man 84.7 (182) 25.1(59) 11.7 (33) 5.0(11) 4.6 (7) 51(10) | 23.2(302)
Total 100 (215) 100 (235) 100 (282) 100 (218) 100 (152) 100 (198) | 100 (1300)
V. NOVGOROD
Married 3.8 (6) 28.9(70) | 51.7(125) | 603 (117) | 65.9(139) | 56.7(143) | 46.2 (600)
In unregistered
marriage 3.1(5) 17.8 (43) 13.6 (33) 9.8 (19) 7.1(15) 6.0 (15) | 10.0 (130)
Separated 12 (3) 2.1(5) 3.1(6) 2.4(5) 2.0 (5) 1.8 (24)
Divorced 0.6 (1) 3.3 (8) 12.0 (29) 16.0 (31) 15.6 (33) 25.8(65) | 12.8(167)
Widowed 0.4 (1) 0.4 (1) 1.0 (2) 2.8 (6) 5.6 (14) 1.8 (24)
Never lived with a
man 92.5(147) | 483 (117) 20.2 (49) 9.8 (19) 6.2 (13) 4.0 (10) | 273 (355)
Total 100 (159) | 100(242) | 100242) | 100(194) | 100(211) | 100 (252) | 100 (1300)
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Figure 3.1 Marital status of respondents at the time of survey
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The comparison of data from the baseline survey in 2000 and the endline survey in 2003 with regard to
marital status and other demographic characteristics of respondents shows a significant decline in the
proportion of currently married and ever-married women in all three cities (Table 3.4). Correspondingly,
the proportion of those who never cohabited has risen. The growth of the proportion of divorced and
cohabiting women is also observed, but the increase is not statistically significant. This change in the
structure of the sample by marital status, and educational status, could influence patterns of reproductive
behavior and other factors of interest.

Table 3.4 Demographic and Social Characteristics of respondents — Baseline household survey 2000
and endline household survey 2003 (percent distribution)
City
PERM BEREZNIKI V. NOVGOROD
1999/2000 | 2003 2000 | 2003 2000 2003
AGE
15-19 13.3/12.3 19.5% 15.9 16.5 14.6 12.2
20-24 17.9/18.3 17.0 17.6 18.1 18.8 18.6
25-29 16.3/18.8 17.3 18.3 21.7* 15.6 18.6*
30-34 14.4/15.1 17.1 15.5 16.8 16.1 14.9
35-39 20.6/17.6 13.8* 15.7 11.7% 18.6 16.2
40-44 17.7/17.9 15.2 16.9 15.2 16.3 19.4*
EDUCATION LEVEL
Less than complete secondary 10.1/8.4 12.5* 13.8 13.3 9.5 9.5
Complete secondary 64.7/65.7 57.8%* 71.1 65.7* 59.2 52.8%
More than secondary 25.5/25.9 29.6* 15.2 21.0* 31.4 37.8%
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CIitY
PERM BEREZNIKI V. NOVGOROD
1999/2000 2003 2000 2003 2000 2003
MARITAL STATUS
Married 49.5/50.6 43.4* 45.6 40.5% 52.8 46.2%*
Unregistered marriage 13.2/12.4 13.8 18.3 20.6 7.5 10.0*
Divorced or separated 13.1/13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.8 14.7
Widowed 2.4/2.5 1.2% 1.8 2.1 2.1 1.8
Never married 21.7/20.9 28.2% 20.8 23.2 23.7 27.3%
Total N 2000/1300 1300 1300 1300 1300 1300

1999 survey is CDC/VCIOM survey in Perm; 2000 is WIN Baseline survey.
* denotes p<.05, a statistically significant difference from proportion at baseline)

4. FERTILITY AND INDUCED ABORTION
Table 4.1 Mean age at first sexual intercourse and at first union (formal or/and informal)
MEAN AGE (SD)
CITY AT FIRST INTERCOURSE AT FIRST UNION
2000 2003 2000 2003
PERM 19.0 (2.6) 18.5 (2.8) 21.2(3.4) 21.8(3.4)
BEREZNIKI 18.7 (2.5) 18.3(2.4) 20.6 (3.1) 21.2(3.1)
V. NOVGOROD 19.2 (2.8) 18.7 (2.7) 21.3 (3.5) 22.0 (3.4)

We computed the main fertility indicators based on birth during the 5-year period from 1998 to survey

date to obtain stable estimates. These are shown in Table 4.2.

Table 4.2 Annual age specific fertility rates (per 1000 women), total fertility rate, and mean age at
childrearing from 1 January 1998 to date of survey
CIty
PERM BEREZNIKI V. NOVGOROD

AGE GROUP

15-19 20.1 36.0 20.7
20-24 89.1 102.6 92.2
25-29 73.7 80.1 57.2
30-34 44.1 554 31.9
35-39 19.3 10.6 14.9
40 + 6.2 0.0 1.6
Total Fertility 1.3 14 1.3
Mean Age at Childbearing* 24.9 23.7 24.6

* Mean age at childbearing is computed by one-year age intervals as mean age of women at live birth.

Table 4.3 compares data from the WIN Project Household Survey 2000 (for the period three years prior to
the survey) with data for the same period prior the 2003 survey. This comparison is marked by a shift of
fertility from younger ages to older ones in Perm and Novgorod, while in Berezniki the age fertility

schedule remains quite stable.
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Table 4.3 Annual age specific fertility rates (per 1000 women), total fertility and mean age at
childbearing in 1997-1999 (WIN Survey 2000) and from July 2000 to date of survey (WIN

Survey 2003)
City
PERM BEREZNIKI V. NOVGOROD
1997-1999 Since mid 1997-1999 Since mid 1997-1999 Since mid
WIN-2000 2000 by by WIN- 2000 by by WIN- 2000 by
WIN 2003 2000 Win2003 2000 Win2003

AGE GROUP

15-19 333 17.3 47.1 38.6 22.0 24.3
20-24 104.1 96.6 135.7 129.3 81.7 99.1
25-29 86.9 66.6 71.7 79.1 66.8 47.2
30-34 433 54.3 49.7 66.7 45.5 37.5
35-39 8.9 22.0 3.1 4.7 11.6 14.3
40 + 5.6 8.0 2.1 0.0 4.1 2.0
Total Fertility 1.4 1.3 1.6 1.6 1.2 1.1
Mean Age at Childbearing* 25.9 27.3 24.8 25.5 26.5 25.8

* Mean age at childbearing is computed as the mean of the central age in five-year groups weighted by fertility rate
Figure 4.1 Annual age specific fertility rates per 1000 women for the 5-year period preceding the
survey
120 \
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Number of live births and childlessness

Table 4.4 Mean number of live births by age group, marital status, educational attainment and
number of unions
CITY
PERM BEREZNIKI V.NOVGOROD
AGE GROUP
<20 0.02 0.05 0.03
20-24 0.34 0.52 0.33
25-29 0.93 0.95 0.77
30-34 1.29 1.34 1.07
35-39 1.49 1.62 1.49
40-44 1.71 1.70 1.62
Total 0.91 0.98 0.93
MARITAL STATUS
Married 1.42 1.39 1.34
In unregistered marriage 0.79 0.95 0.76
Separated 1.11 1.14 0.92
Divorced 1.13 1.28 1.22
Widowed 1.60 1.52 1.75
Never lived with a man 0.05 0.11 0.10
Total 0.91 0.98 0.93
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT
Less than secondary 0.47 0.47 0.42
Compulsory 0.80 0.80 0.77
Compulsory + professional 1.07 1.22 1.17
College 1.22 1.11 1.19
Beyond secondary 0.84 0.90 0.88
Total 0.91 0.98 0.93
NUMBER OF UNION
One 1.22 1.18 1.21
Two 1.30 1.47 1.32
3 or more 1.46 1.63 1.45
Ever in union 1.25 1.25 1.24
Never in union 0.05 0.11 0.10
Total 0.91 0.98 0.93
Total N of live births 1171 1264 1195
Total N 1300 1300 1300
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Figure 4.2 Distribution of women 40-44 years of age at time of survey by number of live births.
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Fertility desires and planning status of births

Among 3926 pregnancies that ended between 1992 and the date of the survey, 42% were planned, the
same as reported in the baseline survey. A slightly smaller proportion of pregnancies occurred among
women who did not want to have more children (37% in 2003 against 42% in 2000). On the other hand,
the proportion of mis-timed pregnancies that occurred rose from 14% in 2000 to 19% in 2003. (Figure
4.3)

About 80% of planned pregnancies resulted in a live birth. Among the mis-timed pregnancies, about 60%

were terminated by abortion in Perm and Novgorod. In Berezniki only a half of such pregnancies were
terminated deliberately. (Table 4.5)
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Figure 4.3 Proportion of wanted and unwanted pregnancies among all pregnancies occurring since
1992 (all cities combined) (WIN Project Household Survey 2003)
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Table 4.5 Percent of different pregnancy outcomes among planned and unplanned pregnancies (all
pregnancies since 1992)

OUTCOMES
Wanted to | Wanted to Wanted no Not ,
get get Other , % of all
more sure/don’t .
OUTCOME pregnant pregnant . pregnancies
children o remember
then later o ) o o)

% % ° °
Live birth 83 36 7 0 52 45 (1764)
Induced abortion 7 58 89 86 40 48 (1875)
Others 10 7 4 14 8 7 (287)
Total N of
pregnancies 41.9 (1645) | 19.1(751) | 37.2(1461) 0.2 (7) 1.5 (62) 100 (3926)
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Table 4.6

Percent of wanted and unwanted pregnancies among those pregnancies ended by induced
abortion (including mini-abortion) and live birth, 1992-2002.

PREGNANCIES ENDED BY PREGNANCIES ENDED BY
ABORTIONS LIVE BIRTH
YEAR Wanted to Wanted to Wanted no Wanted to Wanted to Wanted no
get pregnant | get pregnant more N get pregnant | get pregnant more N

then (%) later (%) children (%) then (%) later (%) children (%)
1992 5 21 74 101 81 17 3 147
1993 6 22 72 131 84 8 8 157
1994 4 26 70 124 83 14 3 171
1995 8 26 66 174 75 21 4 135
1996 5 22 73 177 77 16 7 141
1997 5 23 72 151 77 12 10 142
1998 6 20 73 214 76 17 7 169
1999 6 26 68 190 80 14 7 150
2000 7 23 70 209 77 19 4 156
2001 8 22 70 163 77 16 7 197
2002 6 25 69 191 77 16 7 195

Figure 4.4 Share of mis-timed pregnancies (“Wanted to get pregnant later””) among pregnancies
resulting in abortion and in live birth
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Abortion Prevalence and Dynamics

Table 4.7 Mean number of legal abortions (including mini-abortions) performed since 1992 by age
group, number of live births, educational attainment and number of partnerships (formal
and informal unions)

CITY

PERM |  BerezniKI | V.NOVGOROD | ALL
AGE GROUP
15-19 0.04 0.05 0.03 0.04
20-24 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35
25-29 0.91 0.71 0.51 0.71
30-34 1.01 0.69 0.72 0.81
35-39 0.98 0.55 0.50 0.67
40 + 0.48 0.29 0.17 0.30
Total 0.61 0.45 0.38 0.48
MARITAL STATUS
Married 0.85 0.50 0.48 0.61
In unregistered marriage 0.83 0.64 0.65 0.70
Separated 0.93 0.47 0.42 0.63
Divorced 0.65 0.62 0.45 0.56
Widowed 0.47 0.67 0.33 0.50
Never lived with a man 0.08 0.12 0.10 0.10
Total 0.61 0.45 0.38 0.48
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT
Less than secondary 0.37 0.24 0.32 0.31
Compulsory 0.60 0.45 0.32 0.46
Compulsory + professional 0.74 0.51 0.62 0.61
College 0.79 0.46 0.43 0.54
Beyond secondary 0.50 0.48 0.30 0.41
Total 0.61 0.45 0.38 0.48
NUMBER OF UNIONS
Never lived with a man 0.08 0.12 0.10 0.10
One 0.72 0.51 0.44 0.55
Two 1.01 0.67 0.63 0.77
Three or more 1.65 1.11 0.97 1.25
Ever in union 0.81 0.55 0.49 0.62
Total 0.61 0.45 0.38 0.48
NUMBER OF LIVE BIRTHS
Childless 0.16 0.15 0.16 0.16
One 0.83 0.56 0.51 0.63
Two 0.99 0.61 0.47 0.69
Three or more 0.91 0.63 0.45 0.68
Total 0.61 0.45 0.38 0.48
Total N of abortions 784 568 483 1835
Total N 1300 1300 1300 1300

The following table 4.7A provides the same information as Table 4.7, but is computed only for the
women who have ever been pregnant, and is therefore comparable to Table 4.7 in the WIN Project
Household Survey 2000 Report of Main Findings.
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Table 4.7A Mean number of legal abortions (including mini-abortions) performed since 1992 by age
group, number of live births, educational attainment and number of partnerships (formal and
informal unions) among women ever pregnant

CITY

PERM |  BErezniki | V.NOVGOROD | ALL
AGE GROUP
15-19 0.56 0.48 0.36 0.48
20-24 0.71 0.52 0.68 0.63
25-29 1.11 0.79 0.62 0.84
30-34 1.08 0.71 0.78 0.86
35-39 0.99 0.55 0.52 0.69
40 + 0.49 0.30 0.17 0.31
Total 0.88 0.59 0.52 0.66
MARITAL STATUS
Married 0.89 0.51 0.49 0.63
In unregistered marriage 1.06 0.71 0.78 0.83
Separated 1.11 0.51 0.53 0.74
Divorced 0.72 0.62 0.49 0.60
Widowed 0.47 0.69 0.33 0.51
Never lived with a man 0.65 0.73 0.52 0.63
Total 0.88 0.59 0.52 0.66
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT
Less than secondary 1.18 0.62 0.80 0.85
Compulsory 1.07 0.69 0.49 0.75
Compulsory + professional 0.93 0.60 0.72 0.73
College 0.89 0.52 0.47 0.62
Beyond secondary 0.70 0.59 0.41 0.55
Total 0.88 0.59 0.52 0.66
NUMBER OF UNIONS
Never lived with a man 0.65 0.73 0.52 0.63
One 0.81 0.55 0.46 0.60
Two 1.04 0.67 0.67 0.79
Three or more 1.69 0.96 1.03 1.26
Ever in union 0.90 0.58 0.52 0.66
Total 0.88 0.59 0.52 0.66
NUMBER OF LIVE BIRTHS
Childless 0.81 0.65 0.71 0.72
One 0.83 0.56 0.51 0.63
Two 0.99 0.61 0.47 0.69
Three or more 0.91 0.63 0.45 0.68
Total 0.88 0.59 0.52 0.66
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Table 4.8 Age specific abortion rates’ per 1000 women, total abortion rate, mean age at abortion,
general abortion rate and abortion ratio, legal induced abortions and mini-abortions for 5
year period preceding survey (from 1 January 1998 to survey)

PERM BEREZNIKI V. NOVGOROD

AGE GROUP

15-19 21 36 32
20-24 99 74 59
25-29 98 67 60
30-34 71 60 43
35-39 67 31 31
40 + 21 20 8
Total Abortion rate 1.9 1.4 1.2
Mean age at abortion * 27.7 26.4 26.7
Abortion rate per 1000 women 15-44 60.8 49.3 40.4
Abortion ratio per 100 Live Births 143 93 104

* Mean age at abortion is computed by one-year age intervals of mean age at time of abortion

Figure 4.5 Annual age-specific abortion rates in three cities for the period from the 1st of January 1998
to the survey date.
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? These rates are based on the proportion of women in each age group who terminated a pregnancy by either a live birth or

induced abortion during each calendar year for the years 1998 to 2003 date of survey. The numerators for the age specific event
rates were calculated by selecting the pregnancy outcomes that occurred during the one-year period grouped by age of women at
the time the pregnancy ended. The denominators for the rates are the number of women in each one-year age group at mid-year.
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